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VIII. — The Origin, of the Teutonic Weak Preterit. 
By HERMANN COLLITZ, PH. D., 

ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR OF GERMAN IN BRYN MAWR COLLEGE, BRYN 
MAWR, PENNA. 

The feet that the verbs in the Teutonic languages are divided 
into two classes according to the different formations of their 
preterits, gives the inquiry into the origin of the preterit of 
the so-called weak verb a peculiar interest to the student of Teu- 
tonic philology. The regular development of the strong 
preterit from the perfect active of the Aryan parent-speech has 
long been recognized, but the origin of the weak preterit is still 
an open question. Formerly the weak preterit was considered 
to be formed by the addition to the verbal stem of the Aryan 
root dhl (or as it was formerly put, dha) "do." Since the pub- 
lication by WiLHELM BegemanN of his two monographs ' Das 
schwache Prateritum der germanischen Sprachen' (Berlin 1873) 
and ' Zur Bedeutung des schwachen Preteritums der germani- 
schen Sprachen' (ib. 1874), this composition-theory has gradu- 
ally been abandoned, for Begemann showed that such forma- 
tions as mah-ta, kun-pa, wis-sa, etc. on the one hand, and nasi- 
da, kabai-da, fullnd-da, on the other, did not, as the early theory 
assumed, originally contain a dk in their suffixes, but rather a / 
in accordance with the similar formation of their participles, 
(e. g. Goth, mah-l-s and mah-td). However, his thesis, though 
supported with acumen and scholarship, was at first rejected by 
all who passed judgment upon it. But it has come to honor 
since the partial adhesion of Windisch and the fiiU adhesion 
of MoLLER,the former in KvHti's Beitrdge zur vergleichenden 
Sprachforschung, VIII (1876), p. 456 f, and the latter in Kol- 
bing's Engliscke Studien, III (1880), p. i6of.' But the 
recognition of the fact that the characteristic of the weak preterit 
was originally a dental tenuis does not constitute a solution of 
the problem, but only the beginning of a solution. It still 
remains to inquire further into the source of this tense character- 

I Since this, Paul, indeed, {Beitr ge, VII p. 136 f.) once more attempted to save the dh 
which was believed to have been the origin of the dental of the preterit. But his attempts 
have been success ully refuted by MSllek, {iditi.f p. 157, "Kunpa und das ^-Pr::teritum"). 
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istic" and to explain the striking similarity in the formation of 
the weak preterit and the weak participle. 

Begemann was of the opinion that the relation of the two 
formations is not external nor one of form merely, but that there 
exists an organic connection between them (Prat., p. 100). He 
endeavors to show that the preterit is, so to speak, an inflected 
participle. I do not believe that any one of those scholars who 
agree with Begemann's theory in general, would advocate 
this part of it with the like positiveness. I should rather believe 
that just on account of this part of his theory, so long a time has 
elapsed before its nucleus of truth has been generally recognized. 
But we certainly ought not to object to B. on the ground that 
an active preterit can not originate from a passive participle. 
In his second monograph, B. has proved that this is possible, 
and his discussions of the change of active (transitive) and 
medio-passive (intransitive) significations are well worth read- 
ing. But his demonstration leaves a gap at the critical point 
where it ought to be shown that the weak preterit of the Teu- 
tonic languages actually originated in this manner from the par- 
ticiple. It is not enough to point out that the Stammesstufe and 
the Anlaut of the suffix in both formations are the same. In like 
manner the stem and the Anlaut of the suffix in re-tay-nai and 
Tt-raK-cai correspond to those in re-ray-ftevoi and rax-ro-s, 
but nevertheless the Greek perfect did not develop from older 
participle-stems. 

On the other hand, it has betn attempted to prove a relation 
between the tense-characteristic of the weak preterit and the 
root-determinative t; but the result is a name only and no ex- 
planation'. Moreover in verbs like jipv'n-T-a>, piv-r<o, dftap-r- 
dvoo, ptec-t-0, the so-called root-determinative can be compared 
with the dental in verbs, as Goth, al-p-an, stan-d-an, O. H. G. 
flech-t-an. But these verbs form a strong preterit : Goth, aialp, 
stop, O. H. G. Jlaht, and retain the dental through this whole 
conjugation. Consequently, we can hardly expect from them an 
explanation of the characteristic of the weak preterit. 

Lately the inquiry as to the origin of the dental tenuis of the 

2We find the same problem in the case of the Irish /-preterite. But the latter does not 
concern us here, since there seems to be no historical connection with the Teutonic /-preter- 
it, and the Irish, moreover, will hardly throw any light on the special conditions which 
pertain to the Teutonic weak preterit. But I should like to emphasize one point that it 
John Strachan (Bezzenb, Beitr. XIII, p. 128, is right, then the / of the Celtic preterif 
must be interpreted according to principles simitar to those which, later on, I employ in the 
case of the dental of the Teutonic preterit. 
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weak preterit has given way to the endeavor to explain the 
endings. This endeavor starts from the supposition, at first 
sight the most probable one, that the weak preterits descended 
from old imperfects or aorists.J No one, I think, will pretend 
to say that these attempts at explaining the endings of the pret- 
erit have been convincing. Instead of criticising them in de- 
tail, I will endeavor in the following paper to explain both the 
dental and the endings from a point of view differing from those 
already mentioned. 

The ending of the weak preterit may be divided into two 
distinct groups. In the dual and plural of the indicative and 
optative the endings are the same as in the strong preterit, so 
that the tense-characteristic preceding the endings is the only 
difference between the conjugation of preterits of weak and 
strong verbs (in Goth, also the syllable -ed following the tense- 
characteristic, e. g. kun-p-id-um, is special, while the other Teu- 
tonic languages require the original form to have been kun-p- 
uni). But the endings of the weak preterit in the singular of 
the indicative are peculiar: Goth, nasi-da, nasi-des, nasi-da, as 
compared with the strong preterit nam, nam-t, nam. This fact 
admits hardly any other explanation than that the original in- 
flection of the weak preterit has been preserved in the India 
sing., but that the root has been remodeled after the strong 
preterit, i. e. the old perfect. For we cannot attribute this pecu- 
liar combination of strong and weak forms to the Old Aryan 
language. If, then, we consider it to be a recent Teutonic for- 
mation, we can hardly assume the three peculiar forms of the 
singular to have been ingrafted, so to speak, upon a conjugation 
in which a / preceded the strong perfect-endings. Had the 
singular of the weak preterit once shared the inflection of the 
strong perfect, this inflection would hardly have been given up. 
Moreover, in this case, the origin of those singular forms as well 
as of the preceding i could not be explained. It only remains 
to conceive the three persons of the singular as remnants of an 
old formation, and the remaining forms of the indicative and the 
optative as new formations, formed by the analogy to a familiar 
inflection. Looked at from this point of view the problem of the 
weak preterit assumes a more simple aspect. It is thus re- 

sThus MoLLBR, I. cKScELin Zt./.d, C>»»>(M/V>/«w»k, XXXI V, p. 407 (not accessible 
to mc), Kldge in Pawl and Brauhe's Beitr., p. 155, Sievers, ib., p. 561, Brembr, ib., 
IX, p. 34. 
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duced to the question : How are these singular forms of the in- 
dicative to be explained ? 

I have called the singular-forms of the dental preterit pecu- 
liar, and this is true only of the active voice ; but when the passive 
is also taken into consideration the case will gain an entirely 
different aspect. In Gothic the endings of the first and third 
singular of the weak preterit, including the tense-characteriStic, 
have their exact counterpart in the medio-passive endings of the 
present tense: -da (e. g. saki-da) in the two persons of the 
preterit, -da (e. g. sokja-dd) in the two persons of the present 
passive. The d of the ending -da in the passive is to be derived 
from a primitive /, as also the tense-characteristic of the preter- 
it. This agreement in both respects is so striking that it is 
surprising that no one heretofore has thought of examining it 
more closely. Is this a mere coincidence? Or are the singular- 
endings of the preterit really old medial-endings? 

We can frequently observe in the history of the Aryan lan- 
guages how old medial forms have crept into the inflection of 
the active, especially in those languages which gradually gave 
up the old middle. 

Within the Teutonic territory itself, Bopp (' VergL Gramm.' 
II», 254) has declared imperatives such as Goth, atsleigadau, 
lausjadau, liugandau to be medial forms, (cf. Scherer, Z. G. 
D. S. i99='3io). In the Baltic and Slavic languages medial 
forms frequently occur in the active. Old Slav, vtdt is a medial 
form as shown by Miklosisch-* (' Formenlehre d. altsl. Sprache,' 
2d ed. 1854 §252). In accordance with this view Bopp (' Vgl. 
Or.,' IP, 382 fol.) assigned the Old Slav, aorist-endings to the 
middle. Scherer (Z. G. D. S. 226=^345) adds the mu of the 
I. Sing, of the Old Slav, aorist and the Old Pr. -ai in forms like 
asmai, assai. '' These medial-forms," says he, " were allowed 
in the later language to exist as not clearly understood side- 
forms." This opinion was corroborated by that of Hansen (K. 
Z. 27, 615) that old Pr. assai and lit. esl and Old Slav.yVw have 
a common basis *esai the ending of which corresponds to that 
of Goth, hilpa-za and Greek *q>aivf.-6at. And so we can in gen- 
eral assign to the middle the verbal endings of the 2nd sg. Old 
SI. -si and lit. -i (directly derived from -e which is retained in 

4M1KLOSISCH afterwards abandoned this opinion, the correctness of which is liecoining 
more and more evident (cf. e. g. Bopp and Schekbr in the passages above quoted* and 
OsTHOPF, * Perf,' p. 191). In the second edition of his ' Vergl. Gramm. d. slav. Spr.' (Ill, 
135) he declares the form viJi to be puEzling. 
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the reflexive, e. g. suke-s and sukl, of. Bezzenberger, *Z. 
Gesch. d. lit. Spr.' p. 194). — The Old Irish replaced the early 
medial forms by a new formation with the characteristic r, but 
it has retained (as in \}ci^ praesens secundariutn) remnants of the 
old middle with active meaning.5 

A comparison with the Latin perfect is especially pertinent to 
the discussion. '* The Latin reduplicated perfect," says FiCK 
(in Gottinger Gel, Anz. 1883, p. 586 f.) "was originally Perf. 
middle, and has only lost its medial character when the old 
middle perished in its separate meaning and was replaced by a 
new middle (deponent)." FiCK then goes on to identify lat. 
dedi and Old Ind. dade, steti and Old Ind. iasthe, etc.^ 

sThis is Stokes' opinion (in Kuhn's Beitr. z. Vergl. Sprachf, VII, p. 6.) and I agree 
with him rather than with Windisch (K. Z. XXVII, 163) who went back to the Old- 
Aryan medial present. Perhaps the primitive medial endings have been preserved in an- 
other place in the Irish verbal-system. The distinction between an 'absolute' and 'con 
junct' inflection in Irish is, if I am right, independent of the existence or non-existence of a 
verbal particle, but finds its explanation in the fact that the absolute inflection is developed 
from the old middle and the conjunct from the active. At present it is not possible for me 
to pursue this discussion further and my remarks are only thrown out as a question, to 
which somebody else perhaps can give an answer. 

6Soon afterwards the same theory was proposed by Osthoff (' Zur Gesch. d. Perf,' 1884, 
p. 191 f.) and independently of Fick, as he says (p. 609). Osthoff also cites an essay by 
Speijer {Mem. de la soc. de ling. 5, p. 185 f.), which is not accessible to me. in which the 
-1 of the Latin perfect is explained in the same way. The fact that the same idea has been 
expressed independently by three different persons adds to the probability of its being the 
correct one. In this connection Pick's hypothesis of the Latin v perfect (I. c, p. 594 f.) 
may be mentioned, according to which in forms \\\i!t pilv-\t gnlv-% v\% identical with thew in 
Old Ind. pa-^rau, ja-Jiiau. Different views are expressed by Osthoff (* Perf.' p. 250 f.) 
and Stolz (Iw. MOller's ' Handbuch d. klass. Altertumswiss.* 2, p. 231) who rather 
assume that the v perfect has been produced by late analogical formation according to 
certain w-roots, without bringing forward a valid objection to Pick's opinion ; just as on the 
other hand G, Ci'RTius {Berichte d. S cks. Ges. d. Wiss.^ Phil,-hist. CI. 1886, p. 421 f.) 
and W. ScHULZE (K. Z. XXVIII, p. 266 f.) who derived the f-perfect from the old perfect 
participle in a round-about way without even mentioning Pick's more simple theory. If, as 
I do not doubt. Pick's supposition is in accordance with the facts, then also the tense- 
characteristic of the Latin f-perfect has been developed from a part of the ending. In ad- 
dition, another remark m^y be in place. In Old Ind, (that is in the Vedas) the 3d Sing. 
perfect of stems in -d (as dd,Prd, etc.) generally ends in -a« (thus daddu,paprdu) in agree- 
ment with classic Sanscrit, but also rarely the Special Vedic ending -R is met with {paPr^ 
R. V. I, 69, 2; jahi. R. V. VIII, 45, 37 according to DelbrOck 'Old Ind. Verb,* p, 59). 
Hence there is a fluctuation between -5« and -5 without a corresponding difference in 
meaning, just as in the dual {dvdu and dvd, etc.). At length Meringer, in an excellent 
monograph (K. Z. 28, p. 217 f.), has given the long desired explanation of the dual-forms. 
The change between -5« i-Wv) and 5 belongs as M. has shown, to the Randhi-phenomena. 
The first ending is the older one ; it has been retained before vowels in the primitive lan- 
guage. Before consonants the second ending has been developed by the elision of the v. 
That the change between -5« and 3 in the perf. should be considered in the same light, 
seems to be so natural that I should not think it worthy of special mention if I had not seen 
that Meringer (p. 218, note) asserts that in the Rigveda the du of the dual is different 
from that of the perfect, and that Brugmann ('Gnindriss,' p. 490 f.) is inclined to extend 
Meringer's explanation to locatives like agndu and agnQ, but not to the forms of the 
perfect. The difference which Meringer finds between the treatment of the dual and 
perfect in the Rigveda is easily explained, if we suppose that the falling together of the two 
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Consequently no objection can be made to the proposition that 
medial endings have entered into the inflection of the active, 
and we may further investigate the so striking agreement be- 
tween the Goth, ending -da in the i. and 3. Sing, of tlie weak 
preterit and the homophonous endings of the present passive. 

Let us compare the endings of the Greek verbal system. The 
final vowels of the i. and 3. Sing, are always different in the 
active: (piijoa and (piijn, 'iSeila and ifitilf, etc. But in the medio- 
passive the auslaut of rdaoit-ix-ai also occurs in the present 
TcciSef.-T-ai and the same -ai occurs in the i. and 3. Sing, of the 
perfect and future middle. To the medio-passive of the Greek 
corresponds, as is known, the Gothic passive, but the future has 
been lost in Teutonic. Consequently, of the Greek verbal forms 
the perf middle alone remains as offering an analogy to the 
endings of the ' weak ' preterit. And this would evidently 
agree with the fact that the Teutonic ' strong ' preterit is identi- 
cal with the Greek active perfect. 

The above considerations and parallels between the endings 
of the weak preterit and the medio-passive in Gothic and Greek 
will rather serve to lead us to the right track than demonstrate 
that we are already on it. This demonstration we will now 
present. 

Our point of view implies the supposition that the medial 
quality of the old Teutonic perfect middle gradually withdrew 
behind that of the perfect, or, in other words, that the form 
grew indifferent to the modal quality (i. e. the difference between 
the medio-passive and active), and that its essential element was 
felt to be the element of tense, or the preterit quality. This 
agrees with the well-known fact that the distinction between active 
and passive function of the Teutonic verb is partly transferred 
into the old active forms, where this distinction then makes its 
appearance in different suffixes which were originally employed 

forms has taken place in the perfect earlier than in the dual ; so that in the Vedas the 
development which seems to be completed in classic Sanscrit, can be less distinctly traced 
in the perfect than in the dual. The reason why the falling together occurred earlier in the 
one case than in the other is evidently this ; that the perfect forms were more seldom used. 
From the Statistics of Avery, J. A. O. S. X, p. 250 and Lanman, id, p, 340 the following 
relation is seen : 

8, in the Dual ; 1129 5 in the Perfect ; 2 

an " 171 S" " 45 

1300 47 

that is, one perfect to about twenty-seven duals. And Scklbicher ('Die deutsche 
Sprache,' p. 61.) has already remarked that those forms which are most rarely used submit 
m ost readily to analogy and the tendency to simplification. 
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to form steins of the present system. E. g.full-na " I am filled," 
is, despite its active inflection, the passive oi full-ja " I fill ; " 
fra-lus-na "I get lost," oi fra-Hus-a "I lose;" dis-skrii-na 
" I am torn " of dis-skreit-a " I tear," etc. In general the verts 
in na-n, to a certain extent, replace the medio-passive class. 
Accordingly the weak preterit of these verbs has passive mean- 
ing ; for example, gaheilnoda sa piumagus ia'Sr; 6 aali Matth. 8, 
3; usfullnoda pata gamelido InXrjpooSrjfirpaprf, Mark. 15, 28, 
etc. Thus we perceive that there is in the Teutonic languages 
an essential shifting of the original relations of form and mean- 
ing in the expression of ' voice.' The old medial endings, it is 
true, serve in part to characterize the medio-passive, especially 
in the passive present of the Gothic, at the same time certain 
stem -forming suffixes assume intransitive-passive functions, so 
that now a part of those forms originally used both for ex- 
pression of tense and voice became free to serve in an exclusive- 
ly temporal sense.^ 

Such a falling together and mixing of old medial forms with 
the active was rendered more easy by the circumstance that the 
former stood from the beginning very nearly related to the 
latter in meaning. Even in the two languages, the Greek and 
Old Ind., which most faithfully guarded the Old Aryan middle, 
active and medial inflections interchange regardless of any 
special distinction of meaning, and particularly in the case of 
different stem-formations ; e. g. Old Ind. si-sak-ii and sd ca-te 
{y=%iCiTai, seguitur) " he follows ; " vidd-t and vivid-a " found, 
obtained" and vived-e; hbtdram agnim ni sedur: "they ap- 
pointed the Agni as priest" R. V. II, 6, 11, and synonymous 
tdm (i. e. agnim) hdtdram ni sedire R. V. IV, 7, 5, Greek, 
ytyva)'-6M-a) and yva>'-&o-fiai ; ei-fti and ed-o-ftat; ^a-iv-oo and e fitf-v 
beside p-rf-6o-fiai ; ita'-ex-oo, £7ta3-oy, xejlovS-a and iiet-eo-fiat, 
etc. These few examples might easily be increased to a long 
list. It is especially to be noted that in Greek a future middle 
is often used in an otherwise entirely active inflection, similar to 
the penetration of the perfect middle into the inflection of the 
active in Teutonic. 

So much for the modification of meaning. After this we have 



7 In a similar manner the above mentioned transposition from the active perfect into an 
inflection composed of active and medial elements, will have to be regarded in Latin 
Evidently in the middle I-endings the temporal function prevailed, while, on the other hand, 
the function of the medio-passive without tense-meaning was exclusively conferred upon the 
r-endings and extended the sphere of the latter beyond its original boundaries. 
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to show that the form of the weak preterit will admit a derivation 
from the medial perfect. We have to consider three points : 
the stem, the accent, the endings. The first point will easily 
be settled. Both in the case of the derivative verbs and the 
'preteiito-praesentia' the verbal-stem has the same form in 
the dental preterit and the dental participle. That is to say, 
the endings of the dental preterit, like the suffix- of the parti- 
ciple, are added to the " general " stem (as distinguished from 
the present-stem), and in case the stem allows various grada- 
tions it is added to the " weakest " form, thus offering an analogy 
to the formation of the old perfect middle as preserved in Old 
Ind. and Greek. 

Closely connected with this modification is the accentuation 
which determines the form of the stem. If the dental of the 
weak preterit was derived from Aryan /, it must have had the 
accent upon the ending, since on this condition only can the 
Teutonic d (or ts) be explained according to Verner's law. 
But the perfect middle has the accent on the ending in Old 
Ind., the accentuation of which is most similar to that of the 
primitive language. Therefore only this question remains to be 
settled, whether the endings of the dental preterit can be 
identified with those of the old perfect middle in such a manner 
that at the same time the tense-characteristic of the preterits 
will find its explanation. 

Let us first inquire what was the original form of the ending 
of the singular of the medio-passive present and perfect. 
SCHERER, Z. G. D. S. 227=347,= has assumed that the endings 
in the sing. pass, were originally the same in Teutonic and 
Sanscrit: ai, sai, tai in the present, ai, sat, ai in the perfect. 
He thinks that the perfect has been lost and that in the present 
the endings by assimilation become tai, sai, tai, from which the 
Gothic forms must have been derived. The falling together of 
the endings of the i. and 3. sing, was considered by Scherer 
(p. 197=307=) to have occurred in primitive Teutonic, thus 
agreeing with Grein ('Ablaut,' p. 37) in his opinion that A.-S. 
hdtte (i. and 3. sing.)=Goth. haitada is a remnant of the passive 
in A.-S., and deriving O. N. heiti {\. sing.) from the same form. 
Meanwhile it was recognizeb dy Sievers (Paul and Braune's 
Beitr. VI, 651 f), that O. N. heiti goes back to primitive Teu- 
tonic *hait-ai, thus still containing the ending of the I. sing., 
which was thought by Scherer to be the oldest form. The 
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laws of auslaut to be considered in this connection are discussed 
by J. Schmidt, K. Z. XXVI, 42 f.' Schmidt arrives at the 
result that, analogous to O. N. heiii, the i. sing. pass, in Gothic 
was *haita. Accordingly the i. sing, differed from the 3. sing, 
not only in the primitive Aryan language, as Scherer asserted, 
but even in primitive Teutonic as well, and the assimilation 
afterwards occurred within the separate Teutonic languages. 
The weak preterit underwent a process similar to the double 
formation of O. N. heiti as compared with Gothic haitada and 
A.-S. h&tte. The shorter form, O. N. heiti, corresponds to 
Goth, iddja, i. and 3. sing., "went," which is to be traced back 
to *iy-ai, the old perfect middle of the root ei- "go" (=Gr. dux, 
Lat. eo, etc.). The form which formerly gave rise to the most 
various interpretations,' and which Kluge (' Beitr. z. Gesch. d. 
germ. Conjug.' p. 124) called the greatest puzzle of Teutonic 
grammar, readily finds its proper place in the Teutonic verbal 
system and in the province of the Teutonic laws of auslaut. 
iddja as i. sing, can be fully identified with Lat. il (from t-l and 
this from ti-i = *ty-ai) which later changes with the new form 
iv'i (Neue, ' Lat. Fomenl.' II, p. 397 f and Kuhner, ' Ausf. 
Gramm. d. lat. Spr.' I, p. 504 f ) though oftener in the simplex 
than in the compounds like adii, redit (cf. Osthoff, ' Perf ,' p. 
225, etc.) In Old Ind. the corresponding perfect occurs only in 
the active inflection (3. sing, iydya, 3. plur. jyiir). In the in- 
flection of the middle, the i., 3. sing, would be *'tyi and this 
would be the exact equivalent of Goth, iddja and not the active 
iydya, as was formerly supposed. 

Outside of the Gothic the only remnant of the pret. iddja in 
the Teutonic languages is retained in the Anglo-Saxon, iode. 
Formerly the d of the Anglo-Saxon form was connected with 
the dd of the Goth, iddja, but Moller (K. Z. XXIV, p. 432, 

8 Concerning the treatment of final at in Teutonic, compare further: Scherer, Z.G.D. 
S. ^> 202, 205, 609 ; Braune, P.-B, Beitr. II, 161 fol. ; Paul ibid. 339 fol, and IV, 452 fol. ; 
Leskibn ■ Decl. im Slav. -Lit. u. Germ.* 126 f.; Mahlow, * D. langen Vocale ' 53 f and 
94 f. : Bkugmann, in his ' Grundriss,' p. 518, has followed the view of Paul, without pay- 
ing any attention to Schmidt's essay. But the explanation of the weak preterit advanced 
in this paper, if I am not mistaken, settles the question in favor of the opinion held by 
Mahlow and Schmidt. 

9 The older views about Goth, iddja are found in Scherer Z.G.D.S. 204 =— 324* and note 
Begemann, * PrSt.' p. 67 ff. Since then MSller K.Z. XXIV, 4-2 note and Kluge, 
'Germ. Conjug;' p. 125 ff. proposed to identify iddja with Old Ind. t'jiam, 3. sing, dyat and 
their opinion in the meanwhile has been adopted by several scholars. (Cf., for example. 
Bremer P.-B. Beitr. XI, 55 and Bruomann 'Grundris' p. 128, 516). The explanation 
given above avoids the supposition connected witn the theory of Moller-Kluge that the 
old augment was preserved in Teutonic exceptionally in this case alone. 
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note) and ten Brink {Zeitschr. f. dt. Alt. XXIII, p. 65 f.) 
recognized that the Goth, iddja is retained in the first syllable 
of io-de, while the second syllable contains the A.-S. ending of 
the weak preterit added once more to the verb, (cf Kluge, 
' Beitr. z. germ. Conjug.,' p. 126; Moller, Engl. Stud. \\\,^. 
158 fol. and KoGEL, P.-B. Beitr. IX, p. 544). The io of the 
first syllable is considered to be ija- by Moller and ten 
Brink. But it can also be derived from ijai- and we can assume 
that it stands in the same relation to Goth, iddja from *iddjai, 
as feo'^, fiode to Goth, fijaip, fijaida. 

Besides Goth, iddja there is another preterit in Teutonic 
which is the i. and 3. Sing, in the direct development of the 
perfect middle of the Aryan parent speech : Anglo-Saxon dyde. 
Old Frisian dede, O. S. deda O. H. G. teta^° which are based on 
primitive Teutonic *de-dai. In this case the Old. Ind. presents 
the exact corresponding form : dadh-e (i. and 3. sing, of the 
perfect middle, in their forms not yet differing from the corre- 
sponding persons of the reduplicating present-stem), to which 
FiCK, 1. c, has compared -didl in Lat cre-didi (i. e. cred-didt) 
derived from dedi." This perfect must have been dhedh-ai in 
the primitive Aryan language. 

Goth, iddja and West Germ. *dedai are, as it seems, the only 
preterits which preserve the original form of the i. and 3. sing, 
perf middle corresponding to the Old. Ind. formation. In the 
other weak preterits, i. e. the praeterito-praesentia and the de- 
rivative verbs, a dental precedes the ending -ai, thus correspond- 
ing to the 3. sing, perf middle in Greek in -rai. For this I give 
the following explanation. The present and perfect middle, had 
originally perhaps the same ending in the non-thematic forma- 
tion. Only the "thematic" present stems, — i. e., those stems 
which according to Fick's theory (Bezzenb., Beitr. I, p. i f ) 
preserve the simple root in a dissyllabic form, produced from 
the beginning the 3. sing, in -tat instead of -ai. In the Rigveda 
we still find several " non-thematic " present forms in -e in the 

10 It has long been recognized that the first syllable of this form preserves the old redupli- 
cation. The explanation of the stem syllable has been so far through the Old. Ind. or Iran, 
perf. act. (e. g. Bopp, ' Vgl. Gramm.' IP506 ; Windisch, K. Beitr. VII, p. 459; Paul, 
P.-B. Beitr. IV, 464 f., Kluge ' Germ, conjug.' p. 103 f.) or through the reduplicating im- 
perfect of the active (Bezzenberger. Ztschr.f. dt. Phiiol. V, p. 475 ; Moller, En^l. Stud. 
Ill p. 159 and P.-B. Beitr. VII p. 469). 

11 With ved. dadhe, Teut. *dedai, perhaps we are allowed to identify also the form dede 
" fecit " or "posuit,'' which occurs three times in Old Gaulic inscriptions [cf. Stokes in 
Bezzenb, Beitr XI, p. 124, 125, 128 and 157!. It seems that final ai in Celtic changed at 
an early date to ? [through ae] and afterward to e. 
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3. sing, (cf. Delbruck, ' Altind. Verb,' p. 70). More frequently 
already here the 3. sing, also ends in -te (DelbrOck, 1. c; 67 f.) 
which is the rule in classic Sanscrit. In Greek the " thematic " 
ending has not only generally been adopted in the present, but 
has been carried over into the perfect which was sufficiently 
distinguished from the present by its stem." In the Teutonic 
languages the present tense only retained the thematic inflection 
(originally -ai, -sat, -tat). If we agree with Scherer that, cor- 
responding to the Old. Ind., the perfect of the Teutonic originally 
possessed the endings -ai, -sat, -as (a view which is strengthen- 
ed by Goth, tddj'a and West Germ. *dedat as far as the -at of 
the I. and 3. sing, is concerned), it would lead us to give to the 
perfect the more usual ending of the present as in Greek. A 
confusion of tenses would be prevented by the difference in the 
stems. Thus the 3. sing. perf. obtained the ending -iai. The 
new form did not, of course, take all at once the place of the old 
one, but both were for some time promiscuously used ; modern 
-iat together with antiquated -at. The same promiscuous use 
of both endings was transferred from the 3. sing, to the i. sing, 
of the perf. middle, since it had always been the custom in this 
tense to express i. and 3. sing, by the same ending. 

The intrusion of the ending -iai with the i. and 3. sing, of the 
medial perfect was facilitated by the fact that the initial conso- 
nant agreed with the initial of the suffix of the old passive 
participle in -io which always had the same tense-meaning and 
tense-characteristic as the perfect middle (excluding the redupli- 
cation, which in Teutonic has also mostly been lost in the 
perfect), (cf above pp. 197 and 203). It can be shown that the 
participle had its effect in extending the use of the ending -iat.'3 
The dental has been carried over into the ending of the medial 
perfect only where a ^participle existed side by side with the 
perfect, i. e. in the preterit-present and derivative verbs. On 

13 In other words ; The -ai and -iai in the primaty ending of the 3. sing, middle consti- 
tute an original difference between the d- and tni- conjugation. If this view be correct, and 
it is supported by the Old. Ind. inflection, Brugmann's suggestion ('Morph. Untersuch.' 
I, p. 13, note and p. 147) that in the i. sing, -mat originally was the ending of "non- 
thematic," and -az that of the " thematic " stems, becomes improbable. In accordance with 
the endings of the 3. sing, we would rather expect the reverse. In my opinion the i. sing, 
is sufficiently explained by assuming that in the middle it had the final -at (without preced- 
ing -m) throughout. The Greek -u-OCJ would then be considered as a new formation in 
analogy to -&ai and -reel . just as -in , -6 (/), -zl of the active and this first appeared 
after that the rcxi of the 3. sing, of the thematic formation had become universal. 

13 In accordance with this Begemann's participle-theory is partly substantiated. But it is 
to be distinguished whether we derive the weak preterit directly from the participle, or 
attribute to the latter only a limited influence upon the development of the preterit. 
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the other hand, in iddja and deda the old perfect endings have 
been retained without the -/, because they had no such parti- 
ciple. 

I have taken it for granted in this connection, that the i. and 
3. sing, had the same ending throughout in primitive Teutonic 
as is the case in all Teutonic languages (Goth, da, Anglo-Saxon 
-de, O. Fries, -de, O. S. -da, de, O. H. G. -/a), with the ex- 
ception of the O. N. (i. sing, -da, on the oldest runic inscriptions 
-do^* 3. sing, -de, -dt). But recently'^ the priority has been 
attributed to the O. N. manner of inflection, taking the ground 
that the i. sing, had the ending -do or -don in primitive Teuton- 
ic, and the -da of the i. sing, in Gothic was shortened from do. 
The view which regards the weak preterit as an imperfect or 
aorist-form with an originally long vowel in the ending, 
encourages us to assume such a relation of the endings. But 
the difference of the i. and 3. sing, in O. N. admits also of 
another interpretation. In O. N. the indicative and subjunctive 
of the weak preterit have the same endings in the sing. : -a is 
the first, -er (ir) in the second, -e, (-«) in the third person. 
The a of the first person in the Subj. corresponds to au in 
Gothic and primitive Teutonic. In O. N. the indicative of the 
preterit has been occasionally displaced, wholly or in part, by 
the Subjunctive: skylda is properly a form of the subjunctive as 
can be seen from the umlaut, likewise mynda, used in an indica- 
tive sense together with munda (cf Noreen, ' Altn. Gr.' §439, 
note 3). In these circumstances we may be allowed to consider 
with GiSLASON'* the a of the i. sing, as tranferred from the 
subjunctive. It corresponds to Gothic and primitive Teutonic 
au; as, for example, in rf//a = Gothic ahtau (Noreen §113, 2"). 
Consequently the endings of the runic inscriptions, as tawido, 
worahto cannot be primitive, but this final o has through on been 
developed from primitive au. 

Besides the above considered 1. and 3. sing., the 2. pers. sing. 

14 Cf. examples in Nokebn, ' Altn. Gr., §448, note i. 
25 Cf. the passages quoted above p. 198, Note 3. 

16 In Aarh'g.f. nord, Oldk. og Hist. 1869, as I see from the account of MrBiVs, K.Z. 
XIX, 212. The objections made by Paul in his and Bkaunb's Beitr. IV, 464, against this 
view are not, as it seems to me, of great importance. Paul replies, in the first place, that 
language tends more to compound old distinctions than to create new ones. My opinion 
has always been that differation is a factor no less important in the development of speech 
than analogy, and that both go together in every period of the history of language. But 
even in case I could agree with Paul's theoretical point of view, that would not hinder me 
from accepting Gislason's explanation, since the latter implies that the indicative and 
subjunctive-endings in this instance had been made the same. 
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has the characteristic ending of the dental preterit. For the 
latter I cannot give the remotest explanation. The secondary 
medial ending of the second person Old Ind. -thds caii, to be 
sure, be considered in this case. But, on the one hand, it is not 
probable that from the beginning a secondary ending should 
have been used in the second person together with the primary 
ending of the i. and 3. persons. On the other hand we are not 
even in the position to state with any certainty what form the 2. 
sing, had in primitive Teutonic. Goth, and O. N. point to -es, 
but O. S. and O. H. G. to -os. In A.-S. {-es, -est) in Fries. 
{-esf) where the 2. sing, has the same vowel as the i. and 3. 
sing., levelling may have occurred. Perhaps, then, an East 
Germ, -es, West Germ, -os must be assumed. But how can 
they be brought into relation with each other? Moreover, in 
one of the two old perfects middle without dental tense-charac- 
teristic, the second person has been formed in an entirely 
different way. The O.-S. deda and O. H. G. teia have for the 
2. sing, respectively dddi and tdti, and those forms evidently are 
older than those formed in harmony with the usual ending of 
the 2. sing. (A.-S. dydesi, O. S. dedos) (cf Scherer, Z.G.D.S. 
203 =323^). This leads further on to the yet unsettled inquiry 
into the formation of the 2. sing, of the strong preterits in West 
Germ.'' Also the primitive -t of the 2. sing, of the strong 
preterits in East Germ, is still waiting for an explanation ; 
Kluge's opinion that this t has taken the place of a correct P 
by means of transformation, appears to me only as a make shift. 
At present difficulties surround the formation of the 2 sing, perf 
which we cannot yet penetrate. 

In ray opinion, from the sing., or, to speak more exactly, from 
the I. and 3. sing., the -t has been transferred to the Anlaui of 
all the endings of the weak preterit, while at the same time, the 
/ of the participle aided in giving to this consonant the function 
of a preterit element and in gradually raising it to the tense- 
characteristic of the weak preterit. Besides the formation of the 
Latin v- perf already touched upon (p. 200), a parallel presents 
itself in the development of the r- deponents in Italic and Celtic. 
The characteristic of the deponent, as Windisch recently has 
fully shown in his instructive monograph : ' Uber die Verbal- 
formen mit dem character v in Arischen, Italischen und Griechi- 

17 V, FiHRLiNGHR, as far as I know, is the last scholar who discussed this point. K.Z., 
XXVII, 430 f. 
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schen ' '^ (Leipzig 1887), was originally merely a part of a 
limited number of personal endings, especially of the 3. plur, 
and not even originally purely medial endings. — That beside 
the sing, forms of the indicative, the endings of the weak preterit 
which follow the dental, are developed from the strong preterit, 
has been stated above (p. 198). 

If we are justified in explaining the origin of the weak preterit 
in this manner, then the preterit-presents have not, as it was 
previously supposed, formed a new preterit after the pattern of 
the derivative verbs. Their peculiarity consists rather in this, 
that they have retained the original perfect middle in a preterit 
sense by the side of the active perfect with the meaning of the 
present. But in the case of the derivative verbs the perfect 
middle cannot be directly traced back to the primitive speech. 
We agree with Mahlow ('Die langen Vocale,' p. 13) who says 
that the derivative verbs had only a present stem in Old Aryan 
time. The other tenses are newly formed in the several Teu- 
tonic languages after the analogy of the primary verbs. But, as 
in Greek and Latin, the inflection of the derivative verbs was 
fully developed in the other tenses as well as in the present, so 
we may assume that in Teutonic the /- preterit and /- parti- 
ciple must have been transferred into the inflection of the 
derivative verbs at a relatively early date. 

ii AUmudlunsen d. S:chs. GetelUch. d. Wissensch., Phil, liist. CI. Vol. X, No. 6. 



